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REMARKS 


Mr. MOLE's SERMON 


PR EASE 


1 Should not have troubled my ſelf or the 


publick with theſe Remarks, nor have 
gien any interruption to Mr. MoLt in 
his way of preaching, had not he e found 
fault with ſome principles, which he ſays are 
Dr. Wx1cGnT's. But fince he hath choſen to 
introduce his own notions into the world, by 
miſrepreſenting, and ſo writing againſt the Pre- 
face to a lare Treatiſe on C way in all its 
Brancbes; the Author of that Preface thinks 
himſelf obliged (for the ſake of ſome others, not 
from any apprehenſion that his «wr character 
dan be much affected by Mr. 2 * manner 
oppoſing him) to explain the paragraphs 
which 5 a” ui * this K. 0a 
upon them, 

T might very honourably have declined 
this notice of Mr. Mole, becauſe T had ordered 
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(4) 
a new Title to be publiſhed to the Book on 
Charity, and had taken away that whole paſ- 
ſage out of the Preface which he thinks in- 
jurious to his argument, before I had the leaſt 
intimation of any man in the world deſign- 
ing to write againſt it. The reaſon of my 
doing ſo, was not from a conviction that any 
thing wrong was advanced in my Preface, or 
upon principles that could nor be juſtified; 
but becauſe it was thought, ſome. perſons 
would be engaged more freely to read the 
Book itſelf, if I would agree to this alteration. 
. Nevertheleſs it was, and . ſtill is, my real 
judgment, that the ahſtracted way of diſtin- 
guiſhing the Fitneſs of things from the 
Will of Gop, and ſeparating: theſe two 
points one from the other, hath done 
more hurt than good; and in fact hath 
been rather carried to make men diſpute the 
will of Gop, than to obey it; and hath pro- 
moted more licentiouſneſs and ill manners in 
life and practice, than virtue and religion. 
This opinion was thought by ſome too /e- 
vere; and it was ſaid that I ſtruck at ſome 
particular writings, which I was far from in- 
trending to caſt any ſlur upon; I therefore, ca- 
ſily yielded to a friendly propoſal of printing 
a new Title, with part only of the formgr 
Preface, This new half ſheet was printed gff 
two days before I heard a ſyllable of che of- 
fence taken by Mr. Mole. 4 Wy 
I was ſo far from expecting ſuch an attack, 
and from ſuch a quarter, that I was quite 
Ws ſurprized 
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(5s) 
ſurprized to find my ſelf made a tranſgreſſor 
inſt two things that I love more than m 
life, vis. Truth, and Religion. . And what ad- 
ded ſome reſentment to the ſurprize at firſt, 
was, that this ſtep ſhould be taken without 
one friendly enquiry after my meaning and 
intention in any converſation. However; the 
ſubject which laſt engaged my pen, [I mean 
Charity] I reſolved ſhould guide my temper 
upon this defect and want of goodneſs to- 
ward me; which, perhaps, was not thought 
to be, what it appears to me. n 
By this management I am providentially 
called upon, to declare my thoughts* more 
fully and clearly on a ſubject from which I 
ſhould otherwiſe have withdrawn my pen; 
and left it amongſt thoſe who firſt begun it, 
to go through with the debate. If my words 
had been underſtood, as I hoped they might, 
they would have prevented bringing this 
queſtion into the pulpit, and needleſſy multi- 
plying altercations upon it from the preſs. 
But ſince my expreſſions are not allowed ſo 
to paſs, I ſhall endeavour to clear what I have 
already ſaid from the iſtakes my oppoſer hath 
run into, concerning my meaning and deſign ; 
and then farther declare my ſentiments with 
reſpect to the inſiſting in our common ſer- 
mons, on the Foundation of Righteouſneſs Mr. 
Male hath laid ſo great a ſtreſs upon. | 
My own neceſſary vindication, in the opi- 
nion of ſome By-ſtanders, demands this of me; 
ſince. my Reprover hath charged me in the 


end 


(6) 
end of his Preface, with ſaying things that a- 
mount to no leſs, than figmatizing and brand- 
ing with @ mark of adium @ principle which lies 
at the foundation of Religion and Truth tfelf. 
Mr. Moes Preface, p. xi. 
This is, to me, a very ſhocking ſentence ; 
but I preſume a very unjuſt and cauſeleſs 
charge. While I am conſulting with charity, 
I dare not allow my ſelf to conclude that M. 
Mole thought ſo ill of me as to charge me with 
doing a wilful injury to any principle of Reli- 
gion at all, and much leſs to a principle that 
Religion is 0h built upon. Nor muſt I in 
charity conclude, that Mr. Mole conceits ſo 
highly of himſelf, as to make his own particu- 
lar way of thinking on the reaſon and fitneſs 
of things, the foundation of all Truth and Re- 
ligion to every body elſe. Therefore, to dif. 
muſs every —_ words; I do 
heartily return his civilities, acknowledging his 
learning and excellent attamments: I ſincerely 
wiſh, and ſhall ever rejoice in his uſefulneſs : 
And Ido further aſſure him, that, as ſoon as 
I have explained the paſſages which offend 
him, it ſhall be my endeavour to offer ſuch 
Remarks on his Sermon, as may render -both 


him and me more uſeful in fulfilling the mini-: 


ſiry we have received. 

My ſenſe of che matter in general is this; 
That Morality and Religion will be ſufficient 
and moſt certainly a and ſecured, by i 
fiſting. on the w of Gop, promulgated in 
the books of Nature and Scripture ; without 


going 
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(7) 
going into an abſtracted conſideration of ideas, 
and propoſitions, previous to the Nature and 
Will of Gop, which at the fame time are al- 
lowed to be in the moſt abſolute ſenſe from 
everlaſting. But that I may treat Mr. Mole as 


> tenderly, as my taking the different fide of the 
4 "= will allow, I here declare that I am 


from deſigning to throw Odium upon a 
Principle that will promote Virtue any where, 
and to any degree; though ſuch principle be 


= repreſented in a different =" and ſet in a dif- 
= ferent place, and point of order, 

appears to me moſt juſt and right. Accordi 
to this general Declaration I ſhall proceed bo 
in my Vindication, and the after Remarks, 


from that which 


The firſt words at which Mr. Mole hath 


taken offence, are theſe; 


« Men may write of the certainty of moral 


= © ſcience in what ways they pleaſe ; but they 
= © willneverattainto any certainty, unleſs they 
> © make the foundation and rule of it the Na- 
e ture and Will of Gop.” 

by | By the Nature of Gop here, 1s meant all his 
> infinite Perfections. The Divine Nature is no 


— other way deſcriptible, or to be found out by 
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us, but by his excellencies or attributes. All 
thoſe attributes therefore, that are neceſſary to 
make up the notion of a Gop, muſt be con- 
Ceived of as rendering him moſt perfectly con- 
tem with himſelf, and eternally bleed in 


himſelf. From hence it will follow, that 
| | there 


(8) 
there is no Rule or Foundation of Morality to 
Him, but his own Perfection and Bleſſedneſs. 
He is the unerring Judge of what is fit, or 
unfit, for him to do, by conſulting with Him- 


felf alone, and not with another; not with any 


thing ab extra, or that can be ſaid truly and 
properly to be diſtinct from him. | 
To proceed: Since from this account of 


Soy it muſt follow, that he can do nothing 


by meer Will or Power, ſeparate from his other 
perfections, or inconſiſtent with any one of 
them; it is therefore carefully to be obſerved, 
and ſtrictly to be kept to, that he worketh ALL 
things according to the COUNSEL of bis Will. 
This declaration ſhould cut off all argu- 
ings, and talks of arbitrary power, when we 
ſpeak of the Will of Gop; fince his Will 
ought never to be ſeparated from thoſe infi- 


nitely perfect counſels, in which the harmony of 


all the divine attributes is the Rule of action to 
the Almighty. And for this very reaſon, 


Whatever is willed, acted, or ordered by him, 
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muſt neceſſarily on his part (who cannot but 4 


hate iniquity) have all moral perfection in it. 


To be ſuſt, and good, and true, and faithful, 3 


are as neceſſary perfections in the Deity, as om- 
nipotence, omniſcience, and fſelf-exiſtence. 
Take away any of theſe attributes, and the 


notion of a Gov is deſtroyed. So that, altho' > 
Gop doth every thing freely, yet he is not at 
liberty to do any thing unjuſt, or unmerciful. 


And it is impoſſible for Gop to lie, or to 
change; becauſe infinite perfection cannot 


change 
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change for the better, for that would argue his 
perfection before not to be znfinzze ; and he can- 
not change for the wor/e, for then he would ceaſe 
to be perfect. And to ſuppoſe any thing will'd 
by Gop without all the foreſaid perfections, 
is to ſuppoſe an impoſſibility: that is, to ſeparate 
the Will of Gop from thoſe perfections to which 
it is eternally united; or in other words, to make 
it inconſiſtent with, and contradictory to itſelf. 

According to the Will of Gop thus under- 
ſtood, he produced all things. He gave dif- 
ferent natures and properties to different ſpecies 
of beings. And different habitudes or rela- 
tions of things, by the ſame Will, aroſe from 
and were built upon thoſe differing natures or 
properties. And the great ends for which 
ſuch properties and relations were ordered, 
ſtood plainly pointed our. in che things them- 
ſelves, as they were fixed by the Will of him 
that formed them. From theſe properties, 
relations and ends, ſuited and anſwered, or not 
ſuited and anſwered, ariſeth the idea or notion 
of the fitneſs and unfitneſs of things. There- 
fore, the fitneſs and unfitneſs of things is a 
principle evidently conſeguent upon the proper- 
ties, relations, and ends, firſt given and aſſigned 
by the Will of Gop : Which Will (as I ſaid be- 
fore) is only determined by the counſel and 


concurrence of his own infinite perfections, 


after what manner every thing ſhould be cre- 
ated and governed, and what purpoſes it ſhould 

be made to ſerve. 
From hence we advance to the actual for- 
mation of all things, according to the foreſaid 
B Will 
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(10) 
Will of Gop; for whoſe pleaſure, doubtleſs, 
they are and were created. But here let that 
common thought be atrended to, that as Gop 
was perfectly bleſſed in himſelf, the creating of 
all things for his pleaſure cannot be underſtood 
to add to his pleaſure or bleſſedneſs, but to 
communicate it. He therefore ſo contrives and 


orders the natures and relations of things, as 


to promote thoſe kinds and degrees of happt- 
refs of which each nature is capable. And he 
implants in the very make of every intelligent 
agent, that ſenſe of the difference between 
happineſs, and miſery, which ſhould engage 
it to find out and follow thoſe things that 
will make it happy, and to avoid thoſe that 
ſhall make it miſerable. 

Upon this, all government is founded ; every 
reaſonable creature being chliged by its Maker 
to act according to the nature he hath given 
it, and the relations in which it is placed, 
and the ends for which it is deſigned. But 
how is it chliged? Every man muſt, if he will 


anſwer according to fact and experience, ſay, 


that he is obliged upon a view of happineſs, or 
upon pain of ſome external puniſhment, or 
internal uneaſineſs and miſery, which it is the 
Will of the Creator ſhould differently - ſtand 
connected with an acting agreeably, or contrary 
to the natures, relations, and ends aforeſaid. 
Here it is, that what we call moral obligation, 

in the ſtrict and proper ſenſe, doth lie. 
Now this obligation may be diſcerned by 
mens attending to the nature and reaſon of 
: things; 


( 12x ) 
things; and therefore when our actions are 
formed according to the Will of Gon, ſo far 
as we diſcern the true reaſon of things, this is 
called Natural Religion. 

But when ſenſuality, and evil affections, 
have ſpoiled mens attention to the true nature 
of things, and have confounded and darkned 
their reaſoning powers, the bringing them 
again to know and obey the Will of Gop, by 
meſſengers ſent and methods preſcribed purely 
from his favour and goodneſs, 1s called Re- 
vealed Religion. 

I therefore ſaid, that the greateſt certainty 
which can be attained in matters of this kind 
is, to make the foundation and rule of Mora- 
lity the Nature and Will of Gov. 

And I then added the very ſame reaſon, in a 
ſhort ſummary way, which I have now more 
fully explained: That © in the eternal Mind 
e the model of all things lay, before they were 
« created; and, by his unerring reaſon and 
« infinite wiſdom, their different natures and 
relations were ordered, together with the 
« laws by which every ſpecies and rank of 
“ Beings ſhould be governed.” This is 
granted in one view, and objected againſt 
in another, __ a preſumption of ſet- 
ting up a rule for Gop's actions diſtinct from 
his own nature and perfections; as if the e/- 
ſential juſtice, goodneſs, holineſs, bleſſedneſs, 
and truthof Gop, were not the foundation of 
all moral differences of things; but ſome ab- 
ſtracted ideas and propoſitions, ariſing from 

| B 2 nothing 
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nothing before the creation of the world, if 
not from the Divine Mind; and which could 
never have exiſted in any mind at all, if they 
had not firſt exiſted in Gop, and been found- 
ed upon his perfections. The nature and per- 
fections of Gop I therefore muſt ſtill aſſert is 
the primary foundation of all moral ideas. 


In oppoſition to this, four things are alledg- 
ed. (r.) It is ſaid; if the ideas of good and 
evil are not previous, but conſequent to and cau- 
ſed by the Will of Gop, how can we ever 
know, or how ever attempt to ſearch and diſ- 
cover what the- Nature and Will of Gop is? 
For this deſtroys the foundation upon which our 
knowledge of the Nature and Will of Gop is 
built. Therefore (2.) It is argued, that the 
moral difference of things is zencreated, eter- 
nal, and neceſſary as the very exiſtence of Gop 
himſelf. (3.) It is added, that though the 
Will of Gop is the cauſe of the natures and 
properties of things, yet without maintaining 
that their moral difference is prevzous to the 
Will of Gop, our minds cannot be fatisfied 
concerning the immutability of the Divine 
Will. And (4.) The moral perfections of 
Gop are thought to loſe their excellency and 
glory, unleſs they are perfectly free; and the 
notion of freedom in God is deſtroyed, accord- 
ing to my oppoſer, except we allow the ideas 
- ft and evil to be previous to the Divine 


Under 
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Under each of theſe heads there are ſome 
per ſonally pointed reflections upon rinci- 
2 28 are called deb — 
ſtood) which I have no mind to trouble the 
Reader with animadverting upon, till I have 
ſhewn how the particulars abovementioned 
are adjuſted according to my priticiples and 
notions of Morality. Which (it I am allowed 
to think for my ſelf) will appear to much 
greater advantage, and do more ſervice to the 
cauſe of Virtue and true Religion, than Mr. 
Mole's ſcheme of fixing upon a foundation of 
moral Virtue previous to the Will of Gop. 
Indeed the word previous, is to me a great 
abſurdity, when the Nature and Will of Gop 
are allowed to be abſolutely eternal. That a 
man may conceive of the nature of things, 
diſtinct from the Will of Gop, is beyond diſ- 
pure; and the manner in which this is too 
often done, is my great complaint. But be- 
cauſe our ideas are ſucceſſive, and muſt neceſ- 
ſarily fix upon one thing at a time, and then 
proceed to another; ſhall we therefore ſay 
that a difference in point of order, or priority, 
is to be explained in the ſame manner, when 
we ſpeak of the Nature and Will of Gop? 
Shall we ſay that, abſract notions and ideas 
are a rule to him, before his own eſſential per- 
fettions? Or that his perceptions of the nature 
of things, were independent on what he willed 
concerning them? This is one way of think- 
ing him to be ſuch an one as our ſelves. Which 
I hope therefore my refuſing to fall in with, 
| will 
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will not be ſaid by any careful reader, or wri- tl 
1 ter, to ſubvert and ſap the foundations of all ol 
| religion. When I come to remark upon Mr. G 


| Mole's Sermon, I hope I ſhall convince him, et 
(or at leaſt ſome others) that this is a very unjuſ- 


e 
tifiable way of talking. In the mean time! 
ſhall only enlarge briefly on the four particu- of 
lars that are brought to deſtroy the foun- J, 
dation of moral Virtue my Preface had inſiſt- 5 
it ed on. | ' 1 al 


1. It is alledged, that if the ideas of good C 


1 and evil are not previous, but conſequent fo m 
the Will of Gop, this will deſtroy the very foun- ti 
dation upon which our knowledge of the Nature v 


and Will of Gon is built. Preface to the Ser- V 
mon, Page iv. | 

To this I reply direQly and plainly, thac 
our ideas of good and evil, being previous to 
| our ideas of Gop, does not in the leaſt inva- 
| lidate what I have faid concerning the Nature 
1 and Will of Gop being the moſt certain foun- 
dation and rule of moral ſcience. For Gop 
himſelf wills that the my things of him 
from the creation of the world, ſhould he clearly 
ſeen and underſtond by the things that are made. 

It is therefore very far from my principles 
to ſuggeſt, that the nature or fitneſs of things 
is no foundation or rule of Morality : As far, 
as it would be to ſuggeſt, that the Scripture 
is 20 foundation or rule of moral Virtue. But 
both theſe, in my apprehenſion, are only cal- 
led foundations in a ſecondary ſenſe ; whereas 
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(15) | 
the true foundation of both, is the counser 
of Gop's wWIII. In him alone, Truth, and 
Good, and Right, and all thoſe ideas that are 
eternally neceſſary to moral Virtue, dwelt from 
everlafting. 

The fir ft manifeſtation and promulgation 
of them, was by creation. The next, by reve- 
lation. So that either by ſtudying Nature, or 
Scripture aright, we gain the notions of truth 
and falſhood, good and evil. 

From theſe promulgations of the Will of 
Gop, we come to know Him, and what his 
mind is. We diſcover and adore his perfec- 
tions, and we deſire conformity to his moſt 
wile, juſt, good and every way r:ghteous Will, 


* who is the great origin, and cauſe, and end 


of all things. So that whether the reaſon of 
things, or the revelation Gop hath made of 
himſelf in Scripture, firſt bring a man to re- 
member his Mater; yet tis then, and then 
only, that he comes to the certain foundation 
of moral ſcience, and to a full ſenſe of moral 
obligation. 

In this view of things, here is nothing ſup- 
poſed that hath the leaſt tendency to deſtroy 
the foundation upon which our knowledge of 
Gop is built: But by thus placing and adjuſt- 
ing the means of our aſcending to the great 
fountain of all moral goodneſs, the knowledge 


of Gop, and conformity to him, will be more 


effectually — (in my humble opinion) 


than by talking of ideas of good and evil pre- 
vious to the Will of Gop, 


2. It 


616) 


2. It is argued, that e, moral difference of © 


things is uncreated, eternal, and neceſſary as the 
very exiſtence of Gop himſelf. Pretace to the 
Sermon, p. v. facto 

This is exactly true upon my principles; 
becauſe juſtice, goodneſs, — eſs 
are as eternally neceſſary to the notion of a 
Gov, as ſelf-exiſtence. And on thoſe eſſen- 


tial perfections of -Gop, the moral difference 4 


of things is founded. But if Mr. Mole had 
expreſſed himſelf in a uniformity of ſtyle, he 
ſhould have ſaid, that the moral difference of 
things is previous to the Nature of God, or as 
others ſpeak, that they are to be conſidered 
without ary regard to the exiſtence of a Gop 
at all. For ſo the leaders on his fide; af the 
queſtion do. inſiſt. The reaſon why I. could 
never fall in with them, does ſufficiently ap- 
pear from what I have ſaid already. And up- 
on Mr. Molx's way of expreſſing himſelf, I 
have two other very good reaſons to add, viz. 
That to make the moral difference of Thi 


as neceſſary as the exiſtence of Gop himſelf, is 


to make the exiſtence of Things as neceſſary as 
the exiſtence of a Gop. For he does not here 
ſpeak of ideas diſtinct from chings, but of the 
moral difference of things tbemſelves. My next 
reaſon is, that if the ideas of Euil are as ne- 
ceſſary as the ideas of Gd, than evil muſt 


exiſt as neceſſarily as good 3 that is, there muſt 


be an eternal principle of evil, as well as 
of good, according to the doctrine of the 
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Manicbees 


Maniohees and Paulicians. But if evil ariſe 
purely from imperfoction, and creation, then 
the ideas of it cannot be more neceſſary than 
creation itſelf was, and therefore not So ne- 


2 ceſlary as the exiſtence of Gov. 


On the other hand, when I ground the mo- 


Al difference of things on the Nature and Will 
of Gop, I ſecure what is eternally right and 


good as neceſſarily as the perfection of Gop 3 
and what is evil only on the ſuppoſition of 


4 Gop's will to create beings that might err, 
and might prove diſarderly, and ſo become. 


the occaſions and inſtruments of their own 
and others miſery. 


* Gop. 
2 
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I add further; that to me there is an ab- 
ſurdity and inconſiſtency in the very terms; 
that is, to aſſert the exiſtence of Gon, and the 


4 moral difference of things, to be equally ne- 
ceſſary; and yet to make the moral difference 


of things previous to the Nature and Will of 


If men would content themſelves in ſaying 


mat che ideas of truth and falſhood, good and 


evil, are previous in our thoughts to the know- 


ledge of the Nature and Will of Gop, I ſhould 
not oppoſe that way of ſpeaking. For that, 
as I have ſhewn above, is only to ſay, that 
from the diſcoveries Gop hath made of him- 
ſelf, we learn both what be is, and what he 


willi. As a friend of mine pleaſantly ſaid, he 


had always been uſed to prove things both 


1 from Reaſon and Scripture, and therefore he 
would not have any thing ſaid againſt the rea- 


U ſon 


(16) 


fon and nature of things; ſo I wiſh, that nei- 
ther of them may ever loſe their weight and 
force. But when by one or both theſe we come to 
know the Nature and Will of Gov, then, and 
only then, we attain to that moral ſcience of 
the difference of things, which in Mr. Mole's 

hraſe is as neceſſary as the exiſtence of Gop 
bimſelf, And this comes again to the point 
about which I wrote, the certainty of moral 
ſcience. 


3. It is further objected, that though the 


1 il of Gop be the cauſe of the nature and pro- 


ferties of things, yet without maintaining that 
their moral difference is previous to the Will of 
Gop, our minds cannot be ſatisfied concerning 
the immutability of the Divine Will. 

I had ſaid, © That the Will of Gop is moſt 
« certainly and perpetually the sAu, accord- 
« ing to the continued truth and nature of 
« things.” To this Mr. Mole calls up his 
Reader's peculiar attention, as having ſome- 
thing very material to offer; which is as fol- 
loweth. F all things are to be reſolved into 
the Will of Gop as the original ſource of their 
different natures, then they may be changed at 
pleaſure ; which ſubverts the certainty of moral 

ſcience, and ſaps the foundation of all religion. 
Preface to the Sermon, p. ix. 

Here is an zf, or doubt, whether all things are 
to be reſolved into the Will of Gop, as the origi- 
nal ſource of their different natures. A doubt very 
ſtrange to me, as it is here expreſs d. For it is 


clear 
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(19) 
clear beyond all /, or queſtioning the matter 
at all, that the firſt cauſe of ALL things is the 
original ſource of their different natures, through- 
out the univerſe of beings. And things moral 
can have no poſſible exiſtence, but in the 
Mind and Will of Gop before creation, and 2 
in the different capacities and aCtings - of the | 
various kinds of intelligent and moral agents, 
ever /ince. That the meaſures and obligati- 
ons of morality d:fer according to the na- 
tures and relations of things, is beyond diſ- | 
pute, if we look to the things themſelves: | 
But the Will of Gop is ſtill a meaſure, and .- 
obligation, to which all other meaſures and 
obligations refer; ſo that in making the Will 
of Gop the foundation of ALL THIN OS, mo- 
ral differences and obligations are moſt cer- 
> tainly ſecured, as they plainly ariſe from 
2 thence. 
Well; but at this rate, faith the Objector, 
the natures of things may be changed at plea- 
* ſure. Doubtleſs they may, at the pleaſure of 
him who worketh ALL things, (not according 

to meer will, but) accordihg to the counſel of 
his Will. . 
If the objection only means abſtract ideas 
and propoſitions, diſtinct from the nature of 
20 
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things themſelves, in which their moral differ- 

ences are placed; then it ſhould: be faid, if 

thoſe ideas of good and evil, which are previ- 

ous to the different natures of things, be re- 

ſolved into the Will of Gop, it will follow, 

that they [thoſe ideas] may be changed at plea- 
| C 2 


fare, 


(620 
ſure. But this does not follow from my prin- 
ciples, as before ſtated; nor can it follow 
from them. Since 1 have grounded the 
moral difference of things upon that Will of 
Gop, which is everlaſtingly in counſel with 
thoſe eſſential perfections that render him im- 
mutable. What he wills to day, confideratis 
confiderandis, is the ſame with that he wall'd 
yeſterday, and for ever. 

My principle therefore goes thro' all the 
varieties of right and wrong, good and evil, 
that are in the univerſe ; guiding, and over- 
ruling all voluntary, as well as neceſſary agents, 
every where, and in all poſſible circumſtan- 
ces. Becauſe different natures, properties and 
relations, require d:jferent meaſures or rules of 
determining what is good and evil; therefore 
the Will of the Creator is a more certain foun- 
dation for all to have recourſe to, than the 

eneral ideas only of good and evil abſtracted 
fe the things themſelves. This is ſo far 
from ſubverting the certainty of moral ſcience, 
and ſapping the foundations of all religion, (as is 
here again raſhly cbneluded,) .char, in truth, 
the Will of Gop is the moſt certain invariable 
foundation of morality and religion to all the 
different natures and ranks of beings, that ac- 
tually do, or poſſibly may exiſt. Becauſe, 
whatever changes paſs upon any beings through- 
out the univerſe, either in their natures, or 
placings and relations; it is ſtill the Will of 


Gop that they ſhould act ſuitably ro their 
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new natures, and new relations, as oft as they 
are changed. In every ſtate they are ſtill ſure 
of this, that there is a fitneſs and unfitneſs of 
things, by the Will of Gop, peculiar to every 
nature and relation ſo long as it ſubſiſts. 
Therefore when I faid © the Will of Gop is 
t ever the ſame, according to the continued 
truth and nature of things,” That appears 
to me the right way of eſtabliſhing the cer- 
rainty of moral ſcience, inſtead of lapping the 
foundation of it. For as long as the nature 
and properties of any being, or ſpecies of be- 
ings continue, the meaſures of right and 
wrong, good and evil, continue the ſame to 
ſuch beings by the immutable Will of Gov. 

It appears from hence a very great miſtake 
to ſay, that all which can be proved from my 
words is, That the Will of Gop hath not yet 
changed ; but that it will not, or cannot change, 
is left uncertain, (p. ix.) Whereas I have made 
it as certainly unchangeable as the nature of 
things. For Gop cannot will that thoſe things 
which are ſit for a being fo formed and pla- 
ced, ſhould become unfit, while the nature, 
properties and relations of ſuch a being con- 
tinue the ſame; unleſs we could ſuppoſe Gor 
to will contraries, that is, to will a thing to 
be fir, and wfit, in the fame circumftan- 
ces. But | . 


4. The moral perſections of Gopare thought 
to loſe their 1 and glory, unlefs they 
are perfectly free; and the notion of freedone 
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( 22) 
in Go is deſtroyed, according to my Oppo- 
ſer, except we allow the ideas of good and 
evil to be previous to the Divine Will, Mr. 
Mole's Preface, p. v. and viii. 

To this I anſwer ; That the ideas of evil 
being made previous to the creation, and ſo 
exiſting in the perception of Gop, independent 
on his Will to form creatures that ſhould be 
capable of evil; i. e. with freedom of choice, 
and with various degrees of imperfection, from 
whence the very capacity of error and evil 
ariſerh, is what I am not able to write about; 
becauſe the talking of hoſe perceptions in Gop 
from what they are in us, is, to me, a darkning 
of counſel by words without knowledge. I 
allow that the creation of the world was eter- 
nally the Will and Deſign of Gop, and the ideas 
of evil which aroſe from Gop's foreſight of 
the erroneous and perverſe actings of ſome 


free agents, were alſo eternal, as the Will and 


Deſign icſelf of creation was. But how to 
talk of ideas of evil independent on the, order 
and the laws of creation, is, I confeſs, quite 
beyond the reach of my underſtanding. The 
puzzle and intricacy there is in this, may be 
ſeen by thoſe that will conſult Dr. King's ori- 
gin of evil. | 

As to the notion of freedom in Gop, that 
cannot be injured at all by making his moral 
perfections neceſſary in the manner before 
done. For I hope Mr. Mole doth not 
mean by liberty in Gop, a freedom either to 


approve, or do, any thing evil, By the per- 


fection 
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( 23) 
fection of his Nature he wills a// that is good, 
and he can will nothing but what is ſo, Evil 
plainly ariſeth from a Will contrary to his, 
and is a departure from his conſtitution and 
order of things. So that it is no part of 
Gop's excellency and glory, that he could 
chooſe or commit evil, but doth not as we may 
do; no: his glory conſiſteth in being infinicely 
perfect and good in his nature, that cannat 
commit iniquity, cannot lie, cannot change. 

To ſay that thoſe things are not free in 
Gop, which are eſſentially neceſſary to his mo- 
ral perfection, is to ſay that Gop doth not 
chooſe to be what he is, or that he doth not 
will and delight in the Bleſſedneſs which ariſ- 
eth from the immutability of his Nature. 
Gop neceſſarily loves himſelf, or elſe he would 
not continue the ſame if it were poſſible for 
him to diſſiłe himſelf; and yet he freely loves 
himſelf, or he would not be eternally bleſſed in 
himſelf, Thus in fact things are in the na- 
ture of Gop, however they may be in our na- 
ture or in our conceptions. 

I cannot from Mr. Mole's way of writing 
determine what his notion of Freedom is, but 
I will tell him mine, and upon that try whe- 
ther Gop cannot be both virtuous and free, 
by making his own Nature and Will the foun- 
dation of all his actions, without ſuppoſing a 
foundation previous thereto, or diſtine# from 
himſelf. By freedom therefore in Gop I un- 
derſtand his being abſolutely ſus juris, or 
wholly his own: and that in ſuch a ſenſe as 


no 


no other moral agent can poſlibly be; that is, 


( 24 ) 


having no manner of dependence on any other 
being, nor having any foreign external motive 
or end to determine his actions. As he is thus 
wholly” his own, or all his actions are wholly 
from his own perfections, without any exter- 
nal inducement and conſtraint; ſo he freely 
diſplays and communicates thoſe perfections in 
ſuch manner as he fees fit, throughout the 
whole frame of nature, and the government 
of the world. For he doth according to his 
Will in the army of heaven, and among the in- 
habitants of the earth. 

But now to talk of Reaſon and Truth as 
fomething diſtinct from the Divine Perfecti- 
ons and Will; and then, in that diſtinct view, 
to ſay Gop is ever at liberty to act according to 
reaſon and truth; is a moſt unintelligible way 
of talking to me, unleſs it could be ſhewn 
that unerring wiſdom and truth is at liberty to 
vary from reaſon and truth. 

Gop perfectly knows evil; i. e. by his own 
nature he perfectly knows the oppoites to every 
excellency and perfection he hath in himſelf; 
but he neceſſarily oppoſeth and counterworketh 
evil, even becauſe it is oppoſite ro his eternal 
immutable Nature and Will. For there can 
no evil dwell with him. What is meant there- 
fore by God's being at liberty to act according 
to reaſon and truth, will require ſomething 


much better and clearer to be ſaid upon it, 
than Mr. Mole ſeems to be capable of producing. 
That Go is at liberty to ſhew forth his in- 
finite reaſon and truth, in what works of na- 
cure 
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I know not what, ſince he cannot act other wiſe. 


(25) 
ture, grace, and providence appear moſt eligible, 
and for the communicating of his bleſſedneſs, is 
beyond diſpute. But to talk of his being af li- 
berty to att agreeably to reaſon and truth, is to talk 


I think I have ſaid enough to clear my prin- 
ciples from the frightful charge of ſapping the 


'* foundations of all truth and religion; and- enough 


? £ * 


too, to ſhew that they are more ſuited to pro- 
maote the honour of Gop, and the practice of 
Virtue among men, than my Oppoſer is. But of 
this neither Mr. Mole, nor I, have it now in our 
power to be judges for our ſelves alone. Since 


wee have appealed to the world, every reader will 
judge, according to his own Zafie and appre- 


henſion. N 
But however I may be accepted, or not, in the 


2 explication and defence of my principle, yet I am 


perſuaded the principle itſelf will be acknow- 


7 Hedged by good Judges to be both ſound divinity, 
and ſound philoſophy. I have already the judg- 
ment of Parker, Stilling fleet, Cumberland, King, 


and others on my ſide. And 1 have the words of 
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one very good Philoſopher full go my purpoſe ; 
I mean Mr. Lock, who in his Efay on Human 
Underſtanding (B. II. ch. 28.) writes thus. By 
e the Divine Law I mean that Law which Gop 
ve hath ſet to the actions of men, whether pro- 


e mulgated to them by the light of Nature, or 


de the voice of Revelation. That Gop has gi- 
ven a Rule whereby men ſhould govern them- 


t ſelves, I think there is no body fo brutiſh as to 
D % deny. 


| ( 26) 

« deny. He has a right to do it, we are his 
« Creatures. He has goodneſs and wiſdom to 
« direct our actions to that which is beſt; and he 
e has power to enforce it by rewards and puniſh- 
« ments of infinite weight and duration; for no 
te body can take us out of his hands. This is the 
te only 2” True 7 ouchſtone of moral rectitude: 
« And by comparing them to his Law it is that 
men judge of the moſt conſiderable moral good, 
« or evil, of their actions.“ * 


I have only one thing more to explain in my 
Preface, but it is what I perceive hath given the 
greateſt offence. I am concerned to gain my 
Reader's candour and -attention here, becauſe I 
have been generally underſtood to deſign what in 
good truth I deſigned nor. ; 

Mr. Mole's reſentment ariſeth, and is carried on, 
upon a Quotation of my words that is not true; 
and from hun, others may probably have gone in- 
to the ſame miſtake. Iam charged with ſaying, 
that diſtinguiſhing between the reaſon of things, and 
the Will of Gop, hath rather ſerved the purpoſes of 
vice, and ſtrengtbened the corruptions of many, than 
produced any real reformation. So Mr. Mole hath 
quoted the words of my Preface. Whereas in 
the Preface z7/elf they ſtand thus: The laboured 
«© Eſſays that have been publiſhed of late, to di- 
* {tingoiſh between the reaſon and fitneſs of 
* things, and the Will of Gop, have rather 
* ſerved, c. | 
The very ſubje on which the whole para- 
graph is written, Mr. Mole bath left out, and ſup- 
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( 27 ) 
plied it with another ſubject, and then hath made 
what is predicated of it to ſtand as if there was 


no ſuch alteration. Mr. Mole quotes me ſaying, 


that meer diſtinguiſhing between the reaſon of 


4 things and the Will of Gop hath done hurt. 


Whereas I am as much for diſtinguiſhing them 
as is needful, to make the one a primary and ori- 
ginal foundation of Morality, the other a ſecon- 
dary and ſubordinate one; but in point of order 
and placing theſe, Mr. Mole and J are quite at 


odds. However, I did not know that either Mr. 


Mole, or any of my brethren, would have thought 
themſelves concerned in what I had complained 
of, till I ſaw Mr. Mole's Sermon and Preface. 

My complaint is, that“ the Es8avs LATELY 
* PUBLISHED to diſtinguiſh between the reaſon - 


= © and fitneſs of things, and the Will of Gop, 
have rather ſerved the purpoſes of vice, and 
e ſtrengthned many in their corruptions, than 
= © produced any real reformations. And I thought 


I had taken ſufficient care to be underſtood, when 


I added before I cloſed that paragraph, that 
whatever accuracy any writer may ſhew in 46- 
e ſtracted reaſonings about theſe points, yet, I pre- 


= « ſyme, it will ever be found hurtful to the cauſe 


ol Virtue to teach men to ſeparate them.” 

> Mr. Mole declares that he is not for ſeparating 
them; and therefore he might have looked upon 
£ himſelf to be wholly unconcerned in what I had 


> faid. But his Sermon actually doing that, which 
his Preface declares againſt, he thought it neceſ- 


2 ſary to ſhew his diſpleaſure at the whole para- 
4 graph, For, to make the reaſon and fitneſs of 
I CY | things 
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things a foundation and rule of moral Virtue pre- 
©ious to the Will of God, is to ſeparate it from 
any regard at all to the Will of Gop, as a founda- 
tion and rule of Virtue. Mr. Mole hath uſed as 
ſeparating terms in his Sermon, as any writer 
who hath ſet this principle againſt revealed Reli- 
| gion would defire. His words are 

Serm. p. 20. theſe, J/hen we conceive of the ſeveral 
parts of. Righteouſneſs and Virtue, we 

find in our ideas of them, nothing | mind him] no- 


ching relative to, or dependent on the Divine Will | 


at all. This, according to my obſervation, tho 


it be a way of writing Mr. Mole chooſes to fall in 
with, is nevertheleſs dangerous, and rather hurt- 


ful than ſerviceable to the cauſe of Virtue, As I 
ſhall further ſhew in the remarks on the Sermon, 

There is a great deal of difference, between 
making the reaſon and nature of things a founda- 
tion, or medium, to prove the exiſtence and per- 
fections of Gon, to thoſe that deny or are inſenſi- 


ble of his being and attributes; and, on the other 
hand, telling Them that profeſs 10 know Gop and 
this Will, that they are to conſider the reaſon of | 
things as previous to the Will of Gop, or in plain 


Engliſh to ſet it before the Will of Gop. The | 


armer is Gop's own way of making himſelf, and 
his Will, known, to the atheiſtical and idolatrous 
children of men. The latter is not of Gop, to 
break mens attention to his Will, by ſetting up the 
reaſon of things ſeparately, after they have come 
t9 the knowledge of him. 7664 
I am very far from charging all thoſe that do 
this, with a defign of weakening the obligations 
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to Virtue, that ariſe from the Will of Gop : 
And I would not fay any thing that ſhould caſt 
an odium upon their principle in general, as if 
it had a neceſſary tendency that way. Tho' I 
think it a principle very miſtakenly placed, yet 
I am defirous it, ſhould do all the good that 
they propole by it, wherever it ſtands. And 
it is ſo great and noble a principle, to bring 
men to ſtudy carefully the reaſon of things, 
that it will do good in ſome caſes, tho' ſet out 
of its proper place and order. 

But when it is unwarily repreſented as a ſuf- 
ficient Rule of Virtue, independent on the Will 
of Gop, I am well aſſured in ſeveral inſtances 
within the compaſs of my acquaintance, (and 
J have heard others declare the /ame) that it 
hath leſſened mens eſteem of the Worſhip of 
Gop ; hath made them neglectful of the Di- 
vine Government in the diſpoſals of Provi- 
dence, not obſerving or owning the Will of 
Gow in any thing that befalls them; and this 
forgetting®Gop hath been the occaſion of much 
unc leanneſi, and debauchery, and inſolence in life, 
A fear of Gop, and a ſovereign regard to his 
Will, would have reſtrained many from run- 


ning into thoſe evils, which upon a pretence of 


following the nature of things, they have ſer 
themſelves to juſtify, becauſe they ſay the Will 
of Gop is to be judged of by that which is 
previous to it. 
This, it is pleaded, is an abuſe of the Prin- 
ciple; and beyond all diſpute it is ſo: But yet 
I apprehend this abuſe is rather promoted than 
rectified, 


( 39) 


rectified, by making it the utter deſtruction of MM , 
all Truth and Religion to inſiſt on the nature of MF , 
things as /ub/equent to the Will of Gop. = 


I therefore ſpoke of it as fact, (and a fact it 
is too plain to need proof) that ſince thoſe who 
believe revealed religion, have not contented 
themſelves to inſiſt on the nature of things as a 
foundation anꝰ rule of morality, but it muſt 
be a foundation independent on the Will of Gop ; 
ſince this, I ſay, infidelity boaſts itſelf, and im- 
morality (its offspring) triumphs in having dri- 
ven Chriſtianity out of the open field, within 
the fortification only of its own peculiar and 
miraculous diſcoveries of the Will of Gop. 
There are two paragraphs of my Preface Mr. 
Mole hath not done me the favour to print in 
his animadverſions; which I beg leave of the. 
Reader here to preſent th his view, becauſe 
they are alſo leſt out of the new Title Sheet 
to the Treatiſe on Charity. Thoſe abſtracted 
reaſonings which have ſeparated moral igdgas 
from the Will of Gop, (by making them to be 
NOTHING AT ALL 7elative to, or dependent on 
the Divine Will) have done the miſchief there 
_ Charged, ſo far as my experience goes. | 

« This hach made many, upon pretence of 
& following the nature of things, flight and 
&* blaſpheme the revealed Will of Gop; and it 
r hath made others greatly pervert the Scrip- 
te tyres, by explaining them according to. their 
* frail pre-conceived notions of the reaſon of 
et things, inſtead: of allowing that ſacred book 
to guide their reaſon, and to be its oun in- 

39 b | * /erpreter, 
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© ferpreter. Whatever employs the mind ſo 
« as to weaken its attention to the Will of 
« Gop, and its deſires to be conformed thereto, 
« diſgraceth Virtue inſtead of rendering it 
« amiable. Its attractive force is hindered, by 
«ſeparating it from its perfect original; and 
e the power to practiſe it is loſt, for want of 
ec that life and vigour which he alone can 
© communicate. 

And then it is ſubjoined alſo concerning 

Benevolence, which as a natural inſtint ſome” 

have made the foundation of moral virtue, that 
Men may exhauſt all their learning and elo- 
«. quence in diſplaying the charms of benevo- 
e lence and affection; but they will never con- 
« vey that / ſacred fire into the breaſt, nor guide 
« andenlarge the generous inſtinct from whence 
ce all thoſe charms ariſe, while the attention is 
« carried off from the Source of all Goodneſs, 
e the Father of Lights and Mercies.” I added, 
« that never will they attain to the right and 
© continued practice of univerſal love, without 
«* the aſſiſtance of the Se1r1IT of Chriſtianity, 
and a heart affected with the views of ha 

« pineſs and miſery, according to the declara- 
e tions of the Goſpel.” 

Mr. Mole perhaps thought himſelf uncon- 
= cerned in theſe laſt paſſages, becauſe he might 
= imagine he had ſack out all the fignificancy 
of what went before, concerning the miſchief 
| of making the reaſon of things altogether inde- 
pendent on the Will of Gop. He therefore 
fays, that all the evils I have mention d ariſing 
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from his principle, might as well be urged for 


19 
rejecting Chriſtianity it ſelf, and forbearing to 
preach it, becauſe infidels abuſe it. But I muſt 
deſire him to re-conſider things, before he re- 
ſolve to per/iſt in this determination, vig. That 
it would be'a cafe exacily parallel, not to preach 
CHR1sT, or not to preach up the diſtinction 
berween* the reaſon of things and the Will of 
Go in that manner that he hath placed them. 

This is ſaid very rgundly, but very unhap- 
pily in my opinion, and makes me think that 
Mr. Mole did not underſtand the ſubject he 
was writing upon. 'For 1t is not pretending 
that we might as well reject the Doctrines of 
Chriſtianity, as reject the doctrine of the rea- 


fon and nature of things. Thus I readily al- 


low; revealed Religion being founded upon a+ 
tural, in the manner before explained. But 


Mr. Mele's aſſertion is, That we might as well 


forbear to preach Chri/tzamty, as to forbear 
preaching up the reaſon and nature of thin 
Independent on the Will of Gop. This is the 
grand error upon which his oppoſition to me 
is founded, and which manifeſtly gives the ad- 
yantage to the writers againſt Chriſtianity, 

It is this ſetting a doubtful diſputable point, 
(namely where to put the reaſon of things, 
whether previous tothe Will of Gop, or ſubſe- 
quent to it) in ſuch a place 5 importance as if all 
truth was loſt, and all Religion was nothing 
without coming into his ſentiments, that is 
the great fault of Mr. Mole's Preface, and that 
runs thro his Sermon. For chis reaſon I think 
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633) 
it highly fit to make ſome remarks on the Ser- 
mon itſelf. To which I now proceed. 

I am fo defirous that every man ſhould be 
honeſt, and do all the good he can in being fo, 
that Ido not chooſe to expreſs my thoughts of 
any performance that differs from me, unleſs 


I am preſs'd to it. But Mr. Mole hath preſsd 


me with a witneſs, when he charges what I 
have written with /apping the foundations of all 
Truth and Religion, becauſe it happens to lie 
croſs to his ſentiments. 


REMARK I. 


It is certainly a wrong way of preaching to 


lay a ſet of notions together, and then ſeek for 


a ?ext to place at the head of them. 


If Mr. Mole had not done this, but had made 
the Scripture its own interpreter, I believe he 
would never have explain'd the Scripture foun- 
dation of righteouſneſs as he hath done. 

What might be inſiſted on as a foundation of 
morality in the ſchools, and might for the proof 
and exerciſe of reaſon be debated in a ſcientifi- 
cal way, is one thing : And what is the founda- 
tion of righteouſneſs which revelation propoſeth 
to every man, as it refers every thing to the 
Will. of Gop, both in Nature, Providence and 
Grace, is another and quite different thing. 
The Scripture hath laid the foundation of all 
Virtue and Goodneſs, and of all the Truths it 
afterward reveals, upon this firſt ſolemn and 
| auguſt 


has | 


- 


( 34 ) 


auguſt declaration, In the beginning Gop 
i Created the heaven and the earth.” Agree- 
ably hereto, the Scripture makes it a ſummary 
of all Virtue and Religion, © To remember our 
Creator.” And nothing is more evidently the 
deſign of Chriſtianity than this, vg. to bring 
back the revolting diſorder' d creature to the 

aws of 1 its creation, and to an entire obedience 
to the Wall of its Creator. Hence it is that the 
prophetical and apoſtolical account of the ma- 

nifeſtation of the Son of Gop in our fleſh, both 
agree in this, Lo I come to do thy Will, O 
6 Gon.” This our Saviour declares to be the 
great end of his preaching, at the cloſe of his 
famous Sermon on the mount, he only ſhall en- 
ter into the Kingdom of Heaven that doth the 
Will of his Father who is in heaven ; and who 
copies after the D vine Perfections before de- 
Naeh by bing, 0 perfect as qur Father i in 

caven is 1075 Thus alſo we are taught 
10 ray,“ Thy Will be done on earth as it is done 
in heaven.” This is enforced yet further by che 
ſtrongeſt expreſſions, i in the example of our Sa- 
viout. My meat is to do the Wil of Him that 
« ſent me. eek the Will of the F: ather which 
« hath ent me.“ A multitude of other places 
85 be quoted, that evidently make the Will 

Gon the foundation and rule of righteouſ- 
neſs to the children of men. 

To fulfil che Mill of Gos, is to fulfil all righ- 
gebied becauſe this can only be done by 
Faith, therefore the righteouſneſs inſiſted on in 
Scripture is the g/chteoufneſs of Faith. That 

Faith, 
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Faith, thro which © we underſtand that the 
&© worlds were framed by che Word of Gop.” 
That faith, which conſiſts in believing “ that 
© Gop is, and that he is the rewarder of them 
« that diligently ſeek him.” Thar Faith, which 
«efteem'd the reproach of Chriſt (or for the 
« Meſſiah) greater riches than the treaſures of 
te Egypt. That Faith, thro' which all the Pa- 
triarchs, both before the giving of a poſitive 
Law, and after it was given, wrought R. we 
neſs. That Faith, which'a preacher of Chriſti. 
anity ought to declare as it hath reſpect unto: 
Ixsus CHRIST, © who of GoD1is made unto us 
c Wiſdom, Righteouſneſs, and Sanctification, and 
Redemption. However a philoſophical or 
moral eſſay may repreſent the foundation of 
moral Virtue, yet for a preacher of the Word 
or Will of God, and of the Gafet of Chriſt, to 
explain the Scripture notion of Rightebuſneſs, 
and the foundation of it there, in any other way 


than this abovemention'd, ſeems to me quite 


cut of place and character. 


„ n . — 
3 a OT, OS - 


A Chriſtian aſſembly is gathered to worſhip 
Gop; to refer all things to him, and to learn 
his Will, and the truth as it is in JEsVs; ac- 
cording to the pure Word of Gop. For any 
man therefore to take a text of Scripture and 
preach up a foundation of Righteouſneſs, pre- 
vious. to and independent on the Will of Gop, 
and the creation of the world; is plainly ow- 
ing, in my apprehenſion, to his having laid to- 
gether a ſet of notions from other writing, 

E 2 a 


( 36.) 


and then labouring the words of Scripture to 


mold them agregably thereto. 

That which 1s accounted the great fault of 
men who are fond of ſome Bodies or Syſtems of 
Divinity, is thusgery likely to become the fault 
of thoſe alſo who make light of all Syſtems, if 
they are not careful timely to prevent it; that 
is, to interpret Scripture according to ſome pre- 
concei ved notions and opinions. I think the 
foundation of Righteouſneſs Mr. Mole hath 
made the ſubject of a Sermon, was thus fixed 
in his mind by reading other books, and not ta- 
ken from the Scripture itſelf. For altho' the 
Scriptures do continually refer to the nature 
and reaſon of things, together with the revealed 
Will of Gop, (as we find in that moſt elegant 
and beautiful compoſition the 19th Pim, and 
throughout the moral books ;) yet they never 


once ſuggeſt any thing like what Mr. Mole aſ- 


ſerts, that there is a foundation of Righteouf- 
neſs and Virtue previous to the Will of Gop. 
This gives too much encouragement to thoſe 
preachers who ſpend their time in ftudies quite 
foreign to the Scriptures, and then, according 
to thoſe Eſſays and Writings upon points of 
philoſophy and human literature, which they 
come pleaſed and warm from reading and con- 
ſulting, they try if they cannot model and form 
the Scripture. 
For a man to take the volume of Gop's 
book, the revelation of his Will into his hand, 
and open it as one that 1s to declare the whole 
counſet of Gop, and then to tell his audience, 


that 
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chat there is a foundation of Righteouſneſs pre- 
vious to and independent on the coumſel of Gon, 
is to me wondrous odd. This 1s e con- 
feſſion, that ſuch thoughts are laid together 


previouſly to his conſidering the ſenſe of Scrip- 
ture. 


* 


REMARK II. 


The particular place of Scripture Mr. Male 
hath - choſen, hath a ſenſe evidently different 
from the ſcope of his Sermon. 

I could not have wiſh'd for a better ext to 
ſupport my principle, and to expoſe his, than 
thoſe words of the Pſalmiſt, © The righteous 
« Lord loveth righteouſneſs, his countenance 
« doth behold the upright.” Here is a plain 
referring to the Nature and af: Gut of Gop, 
the r1ghteous Lord; and to the Choice, the Will, 
and Delight of Gop, He /oveth righteouſneſs ; 
and to the obligation which bindeth and en- 
forceth what is true and right, Hzs countenance 
doth behold the upright. In the puniſhments of 
the wicked, and rewards of the righteous, in- 
ſiſted on in this P/a/m as moſt certainly coming 
from Gop; and ariſing from his abborrencezor 
his love; there is ſuch an evident referring all 
moral obligation to the Will of Gop, (by which 
thoſe puniſhments are inflicted, and thoſe re- 
wards conferred,) that all the laboured para- 
phraſe of the context will not bring this part of 


Scripture to ſerve Mr. Mele's deſign by any 
means, 


Ic 


(33) 

It may be ſaid that righteouſneſs is an ab- 
rratted term, and plainly refers to ſomething 
different both from the nature, and love of 
Gop. I allow it; that the righteous nature of 


Gop, and conformity to that nature, — the Will 


of Gop, and cbedience to that Will, are very 
different things. It is allowed alſo that ſuch 
abſtracted ideas of right and wrong, truth and 
falſhoad, may be fixed in the mind, that a man 
ſhall /peak of righteouſneſs without thinking of 
the Will of Gop at all; but This did not the 
Pſalmiſt, when he makes the rule and obliga- 
tion to ir, the Nature and Love of Gop. 
There is but one expreſſion in the Pſalm 
that looks favourably toward Mr. Mele's pre- 
vious principle ; that is in verſe 3. If the 
« foundations bt deſtroyed, what can the righteous 
« o? Theſe foundations he makes to be, the 
diſtinction betwixt good and evil. But however 
this may be one foundation, yet that does no- 
thing to ſerve Mr. Males purpoſe, to prove 
that the P/almift meant ſuch diſtinction of 

d and evil as is previous to and independent 
on the Will of Gop: 

Bur the word here uſed in the Hebrew, is 
loral, and is only read in the plural number 
MNYT |] and it is rendered by pgſitiones, as 

well as by fundamenta, And therefore the 
Seventy tranſlate it, becauſe the things diſpoſed 
put or placed; [ors d xarreriow| not imagining 
that the P/almi/t ſpoke of any foundations in 
which Gop was not refefrr'd to. Any man 
that reads the Pſalm thro' at once, may ſee 

what 
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(39) 

what thoſe foundations are to which it refers, 
They are as follow. Acknowledgment of a 
righteous Gop; and of his a/l-ſeeng eye, trying 
the hearts, and ways of men; and his proui- 
dence, or government of the world ; with his 
final Judgment of the righteous and the wic- 
ked; and the very firſt ver/e begins with a ſo- 
lemn declaration of referring all things to 
him, © In the Lord put I my truſt.” The de- 
ſtroying of foundations, therefore, (if this ſacred 
ode might be allowed to interpret itſelf) is 
deſtroying the ſenſe of a Deity, in the righte- 
ouſneſs of his nature; in his omniſctence, and 
careful inſpection of all things; in his provi- 
dence, and in his inflicting rewards and puniſb- 
ments on men; and throwing contempt upon 
David's truſt in Gop on theſe accounts. And 
if theſe foundations be deſtroyed, what can the 
righteous do?. Let Mr. Mole do what he can 
with his reaſon and nature of things ind 

ent on the Nature and Will of Gop, yet he 
ſhall never be able to prove from this P/a/m 
that there is any ſuch foundation referred to 
by the inſpired Penman. 

The P/alm is gULL of Gop, and referreth 
all things to him; but Mr. Mole was full of 
the nature of things previous to the thoughts 
of Gop, and forms a Sermon upon that foun- 
dation, inſtead of enlarging on the foundati- 
ons that were before him in the context. Yea, 
he hath pur his own ſenſe upon David with 
an aſfurance that is really ſurprizing. 


When 


(49) 


When we conceive of the ſeveral parts of 


2 and virtue [he is not content to 
refer to the general notions of Righteouſneſs 
and Virtue here, but the chligations to it, and 
every thing that is a part of Righteouſneſs] 
we find (ſays he) in our ideas of them, i. e. the 
ſeveral parts of Righteouſneſs and Virtue] no- 
THING relative to, or dependent on the Divine 
Will at all. Upon this ſtating of his notion 
he adds, Thus David here ſpeaks; and Tavs 
we find upon the leaſt attention, &c.—Whar 
.others after the greateſt attention think is not 
found out, nor ever ſhall be, Thatthere is ſuch a 
difference, Mr. Mole with the leaſt attention has 
clear before his eyes: viz. That there really is, 
and that the P/almiſt ſays there is, ſuch adiffer- 
ence in things themſelves, as to have no relation 
to the Will of any Being whatever, and that they 
znfer an OBLIGATION apon moral agents, 0 
Gop ſhould never manifeſt his Will concerni? 

them at all. And then again he repeats it, This 
war the Pſalmiſt's ſenſe. He is not content to 
ſay that upon a metaphyfical way of abſtract- 
ing things, the words of the P/almi/t may be 
thus accomodated; but Thus David ſpeaks, 
This was the Pſalmiſt's ſenſe, which upon what 
is now alledged appears to be otherwiſe. I 
forbcar to remark on Mr. Mole's way of para- 
phrafing, becauſe what I have ſaid will ſuf- 
ficiently point out the novelty and peculiari- 
nies of it, 
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REMARK II. 
When we ſpeak of the Divine Will, it ar- 


gues a narrowneſs of thought in us, ever to uſe 
It for ſole pleaſure, or meer ſovereign determina- 
tion and command, as Will is often underſtood 
in an earthly prince or in a man like our 
ſelves. | 3 
Will, in us, is ſeparable from reaſon and un- 
derſtanding; from juſtice, and mercy, and 
faichfulneſs; and therefote when we ſpeak of 
men, their Will may be ſole pleaſure, or violence, 
or meer authoritative determination and com- 
mand. But when we conceive aright of the 
Will of Gop, we conceive of infinite Wiſ- 
dom, Juſtice, Truth, and Goodneſs inſeparable 
from it. He cannot will any thing inconſiſtent 
with theſe perfections, nor without conſulting 
the manifeſtation and. the glory of them. 
Whenever therefore we ſpeak of the Will 
of Gop, it ſhould be with that reverence and 
care, as not tg give occaſion to men to argue 
ſeparately concerning meer Pleaſure, or meer 
Command, or meer Vill in Gop, as if he was 
like us: For that is to talk weakly and ab- 
ſurdly concerning the only ie Gop. This 
uncareful,manner of expreſſion hath occaſion- 
ed thoſe raſh and ſhocking things which ſome 
men have uttered concerning the Divine Will; 
whoſe groſs aſſertions Mr. Mole hath ſeen fit 
to recite, That Gop might have commanded 
F Idolatry, 


( 42) | 


my 1 v 
4 Idolatry, Blaſphemy, and the Hatred of bimſelf, F 
= and ſuch like actions, which would thereby baue 1 
1 become righteous and matter of duty to us. Y r: 
| | To ſuggeſt that Gop might do any thing e 
= of this nature upon a ſuppoſition that his 0 
4 Will be made the foundation of moral Virn- d 
ne tue, is to ſay that his Will might determine 
1. things contrary to his Nature, and yet pub- # p 
11 liſh them and require them as if they were i 
of moſt .agreeable to his infinite Perfections, and BF fe 
10 the eternal Counſels thereof. For nothing tl 
* can ever be commanded by him, or declar- t! 
"A ed to be his Will, which is inconſiſtent witng P. 
il | any of his Attributes. Surely the writers that un 
= vent ſuch ſtuff about the Divine Will, ſhould 3 V 
bill be below Mr. Mole's notice; at leaſt that they p 


Al ſhould be thought quite beneath the notice of 
=_ . the Pulpit. | | ns; 
Jam ſorry that all thoſe, who make the 
Will of Gop the foundation of moral Virtue, 
ſhould be reprefented as having the ſame nar- 
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rownels and abſurdity of thought, with thoſe b 
who mean nothing more by the Divine Will, 8 
than SOLE PLEASURE. For thus the Sermon #2 
hath it. Some indeed think that Righteouſneſs, * V 
or moral Virtue, flows originally from the Bi-. 4 
vine Will, and that the obligation to it is found. |: 
ed in the SOLE PLEASURE and appointment of 1 « 


Gop. Theſe ways of talking about the Di- 
vine Will ariſe from men's imagining that it 
is capable of exiſting, and effecting things as 
a meer Pill, in their abſtracted notion of it. 
But that is a notion impoible to accord with 
| —_- what 
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( 43) 

what the Will of Gop really is in himſelf- 
For it is not poſſible, only conſidering Zhe 
Nature of Gop, that his Vill ſhould be ſepa- 
rated from unerring Wiſdom, and from that 
everlaſting harmony of the Divine Perfecti- 
ons, in which the glory of all that Gop or- 
dains and appoints doth conſiſt. 

The Will of Gop, including all the pro- 
perties, relations, and ends of things as he de- 
ſigned to make them; and including, of con- 
ſequence, his eternal unerring Perceptions of 
the eſſential difference of them, according to 
their conformity or their after- poſition to his own 
perſections; is ſomething of a quite different 
nature from SOLE PLEASURE.. And if the 
Will of Gop be % underſtood as before ex- 
plained, that definition of /n which Mr. Male 
quotes with a manifeſt ſlight, will neverthe- 
leſs continue a very good one, and perhaps the 
beſt that can be given. That Sin is any 
« want of conformity to, or tranſgreſſion of 


* the Lawof Gop.” For if the Law of Gop 


be conſidered in its full extent, for the promul- 
gation of his Will both in Nature and Scrip- 
ture; then, in truth, fin is nothing elſe, bur a 
want of conformity to the Divine Will thro' 
defect and omiſſion; or a contradicting and vio- 
lating the Divine Will, through perverſeneſs 
and actual tranſgreſſions, 3 


F 2 REMARR 
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REMARK IV. 


A preacher of the Will of Gop, ought a- 
mong other things to take care of this ; name- 
ly, to diſtinguiſh betwixt what moral Virtue is 
originally derived from, and what in our way 
of reaſoning it may be firſt or originally ar- 

ucd from. | 

When abſtracted propoſitions are taken from 
things, and placed in a ſcientiſical way by them- 
ſelves, they may become firſt principles upon 
which we argue, both concerning the Nature 
of God, and the nature of things. But to ſay 
that any ſueh moral propoſitions would ever 
have been formed ar all, if they had not been 


firſt in the eternal Mind; or that there are na- 


tural relations of perſons and things, that do 
not derive what they are originally from the 
Will of Gop, is to ſay a very diſtin& thing. 

I deſire, therefore, that the following paſ- 
ſages of Mr. Mole's Sermon may be examined 


in this view, Righteouſneſs, or moral Virtue, is 


originally to be derived from the nature þ things, 
or the natural relations of perſons and things one 
fo another, inſomuch as not the Will of any be- 
ing makes. it to be what it is, or can make it to 
be any other than it is. Sermon p. 21. _ 

I have endeavoured to ſhew that Righteouſ- 
neſs, and moral Virtue, are originally derived 
from rhe Perfection and Will of Gov. And 
to confirm what is ſald before, I add, That 
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unleſs this be allowed, it cannot be faid Arr, 
THINGS are of HIM. For the very BEST 
things, thoſe which are eternal, immutable and 
moſt excellent, are not or Hi, if Righteouſ- 
neſs and Virtue be not. Therefore, though 
Virtue may be argued out, in a way of ſcience 
and metaphyfical reaſoning, firſt from the na- 
ture and relations of things; yet, it doubtleſs 
exiſted firſt in Gop, and is derived from him 
as the foundation of it, according to his per- 
ception of the nature and relations of perſons 
and things, which are entirely what they are 
by the Will of Gop. I wonder what natural 
relations of perſons and things can be in any 
man's thoughts, that the Will of Gop does not 
make to be what they are! And if Righteouſ- 
neſs and Virtue ariſe from thoſe natural relati- 
ons, and thoſe natural relations ariſe from the 
Will of Gop, then the Will of Gop is evidently 
the origin of Both. | 

But it is aſſerted in oppoſition to this, That 
Righteouſneſs becomes the ſubjef? of the Di- 
vine Will and Pleaſure, becauſe of that eternal 
and unalterable fitneſs which he perceives in it. 
What is this but in other words to aſſert, That 


the foundation of Gop's willing Righteouſneſs 


and Virtue, is the analterable fitneſs he perceives 
in the natures, and natural relations of the 
things he deſigned to create; and not from his 
willing thoſe natures to correſpond in all things 
moral with his «wn, and to make this the foun- 
dation of all Righteouſneſs. Whereas, if Gop 
willed trutb, fidelity, and other things inſtanced 
in, 


( 46) 


in, to be as invariably attended to thro' all cir- 


cumſtances, by all moral agents, as they are 
by Himſelf; and- that his Will was, and is, 
to make himſelf the Fountain and Pattern of 
all moral Excellency, as he is the Fountain and 
Cauſe of all natural Excellency throughout 
the univerſe; then erf is originally 
derived from Gop in fact and truth, however 
it may be originally argued out by us from the na- 
ture and natural relations of perſons and things. 


REMARK V. 


The immutability of thoſe things that are 
properly ſtiled immutable, depends upon the 
immutability of the Nature and Will of Gop; 
and not the in mutability of Gop on the nature 
of things previous to his Will, and independent 
on bim. 

If the Nature and Will of Gop were not 
fixed and immutable, tis certain nothing elſe 
could be ſo. It is therefore very confuſed and 
perplex'd to fay, That / Righteouſneſs was, not 


founded in the fixed and immutable nature of 


tixngs, but in the Will of God, then might the 


preſent nature and names of things have been re- 


wersd ( ſuch had the Will of Gop been) what is 
noi Righteouſneſs might have been made a crime, 
aud the higheſt Virtue, as things now ſtand, might 
bave been attended with the higheſt guilt; That 
is to ſay, that if the Will of Gop be governed 
only by his own Per fections, it may be mutable; 

but 
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but conſider it as governed by the nature of 


or any other being whatſoever, and then it be- 


comes immutable. I think the abſurdity ap- 


pears ſo plain, that I need not ſay any thing 
about the framing of our conſciences, which Mr. 


Mole hath ſpoken moſt unaccountably of. 


Sermon, p. 22. 

Upon this, he quotes the Prophet juſt as he 
had interpreted the Pſalmiſt, i. e. /irenuouſly in- 
veigbing againſt ſuch as ſubvert the foundations 
of Virtue, as they ariſe from the immutable na- 
ture of things, independent on the immutable 
Nature and Will of Gop. And this he very 
unaccurately makes the ſame thing, with de- 
ſtroying the natural and neceſſary differences be- 
twixt Good and Evil. As if the immutable 


Nature and Will of Gop could not ſecure the 


natural and neceſſary differences betwixt Good and 
Evil, without an immutability in the nature of 


things previous to the Will of Gop. Let any 


one read the xl. chapter of the ſame Propheſie, 
(1/aiab) and ſee how that will accord with Mr. 
Mole's way of reaſoning ; read from the 12th 
verſe to the end of that chapter. Oh what con- 
temptible worms! what motes of duſt only 
upon a balance! do ſuch creatures as we are 
appear, with all our reaſoning about the nature 
of things, when we cloſe the book and fit dowa 
to think on ſuch a chapter as that. ; 
But ſuch is the very Zext he quotes, and 
ſuch his arguing upon it, as plainly to confute 
himſelf in my apprehenſion, The words of 


the 


things previous to, and independent on his Being, 


(148) 
the Prophet to which he refers are theſe (If. v. 
20.) Wo unto them that call evil good, and good 


evil; that put bitter for ſweet, and ſweet for 
Bitter; darkneſs for light, and light for darkneſs. 


Now take notice of his expoſition. © Herein 
e he [the Prophet] ſuppoſes that the moral dif- 
& ference between good and evil, is equally great 
& with the natural difference between ſaweet and 
« bitter, darkneſs and light, and that it is equally 
& diſcernable and clear to us.” Well ſaid: Sweet 
and bitter are entirely dependent upon Gop's 
formation of the organs of Tae; darkneſs and 
Iigbt are relative to viſſon, and Gop expreſly de- 
clares the creation of both to be the effect of 
his Will; if therefore the differences betwixt 
good and evil be clearly diſcovered by theſe na- 
tural differences of things, then they are clearly 
conſequent upon the Will of Gop, and not pre- 
vious to it, or independent of it. And truly I am 
of his mind, that they are equally diſcernable. 
And being thus ſtated, and thus diſcerned, I fall 
in with his next aſſertion, That there is not in ſpe- 
culation any abſurdity ſo great, or in practice any 
crime ſo aggravated, as to deſtroy this difference, or 
confound things ſo diſtinft with one another as the 
Will of Gop hath made them, and formed us 
to diſcern they are. | 


REMARK VI. 


All obligation that Gop comes under to his 
creatures, is perfectly voluntary; and cannot be 
induced. or increaſed, by any thing without him 
and independent on his Will. Do 
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Do not the infinite Wiſdom and Goodneſs of 
Gop, that induce him to make promiſes to his 
creatures, and the infinite Juſtice and Truth of 
Gop that render him immutably and for ever 
conſiſtent with himſelf, afford as ſtrong a foun- 
dation for confidence as any external conſide- 
ration of the nature and fitneſs of things? If 
in compaſſion to our timorous and diſtruſtful 


— and in compliance with our ways of 


confirming promiſes and covenants one amongſt 
another, Gop ſhall add the ſolemnity of an oath, 
or of blood, does this make things more ſure on 
the part of Gop? No. If it were poſſible for 
Gop in his own Nature to be falſe, he could 
break thro' one engagement as well as another. 
To change his Oath in this caſe would be no 
more than to change his Will. 

What is ſaid upon this head about meer Will 
in Gop, would be grievous to recite; not only 


becauſe I have ſufficiently ſhewn the abſurdity 


of talking in ſuch a ſtrain ; but becauſe I am 


perſuaded it would make my Reader uneaſy, 
to go over ſome paſſages that are brought to 
prove, there could not be any GROUND or 


reaſon why we fhould believe, or hope, or confide 


in Gop, if we do not look to the nature of 
things. That is we ſhould not have any ground 
for believing, and hoping in Gop, if we were 
to look only to Himſelf, and his Vill. Such a 
Will as Mz. Mole deſcribes, is ſo far from being 
the Will of Gop, that it does not come up to 
the notion of the Will of a wiſe and good man. 
It is all talking in the ſtrain of Politicians, when 

G they 
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_ 
they are writing againſt Tyrams and arbi- 
trary Power; and has no manner of ſenſe or 
meaning in it, when ſole Pleafure, meer Will, 
and the like, are ſuppoſed poſſible to be the Rule 
of Gop's actions. I ſay it has no ſenſe or mean- 
ing, unleſs where it is deſigned to affront Reli- 
gion, and to blaſpheme the Author of it, as in 
the inſtances before cited. 

Mr. Mole himſelf is conſcious that his talk 
about meer Will, is too mean to paſs off, with- 
out adding ſomething concerning the Nature 
of Gop. But here again he repreſents his Op- 
poſers wrong; or elſe he takes his account of 
them from the meaneſt and moſt confuſed 
writers. Some indeed (as be repreſents them) 
conceive of the Divine Nature as prior to the 
Divine Will, and ſpeak of that as à rule for the 
Divine Being to go by, in iſſuing forth bis Pre- 
cepts and Laws. But, who are they, that make 

the Divine Nature prior to the Divine Will? 
Who are they that make this prior Nature with- 
out the Will, or the Will without the Nature 
(i. e. the Attributes) a rule for the Divine Being 
to go by? No ſenſible writer, no watchful di- 
ligent writer, ever did either of theſe. Again: 
What doth Gon iſſue forth his Laus by, if not 
by his own infinite Wiſdom, and Juftice, and 
Goodneſs ? Thoſe that underſtand whar 
ſay, when they make the Nature and Will of 
Gop the foundation of moral Virtue, conceiye 
of both as abſolutely eternal and inſeparable 
from each other. They make the Rule and the 
Obligation of Righteouſneſs to ariſe from _— 
| united, 
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united. And from hence doubtleſs all Laws 
and Precepts take their 7:/e, and their force, 
The C:uihens are clear in this point, and are 
worthy to Rade _—— on this ſubject ; parti» 

cularly Pu beyrac, Domat, Selden, 
berland, _— — who ſhould be conſi- 
Gard by fuch as will write to any good pur- 


poſe on the foundation of Laws, 


— ’— 


RE MAR K VII. 


In diſcourſing on the moral Attributes of 
Go, a preacher of his Will ought carefully 
to avoid all ſuggeſtions of their nat being neceſ- 


ey, even though he ſhould think that the 


moral difference of things is previous to the 


Will of Gov. 


Dr. Clart, notwithſtanding his arguing for 
the nature of things antecedent to the Will of 


God, yet has carefully proved, That the Su- 


preme Cauſe and Author of all things, muſt of 
NECESSITY be 4 Being of infinite Goodnefs, 
Fuſtice, and Truth, and all other moral Per- 
tons. Demonſtration of the Being and Attri- 
butes of Gop, ca XII. 1 0 I Slave, that 
notwichſtanding his inſiſting on thoſe rules of 
reaſoning that are according to, art; that is, 
founding all that he applies to Gop, or any 
other. moral — certain aſtract noti- 
ons and principles firft laid down: Vet in this 
very method, Ro 0 s wich it as a principle 
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from eternity; that is, ſome one immutable and 
independent Being, nececeſſarily Self-exiftent, the 
original Cauſe of ALL THIN OGS. From hence, 
according to the reaſons before aſſigned, I have 
concluded that all things, whether in our lan- 
guage they be mutable, or immutable, na- 
tural or moral, are derived from the one only, 
immutable, independent, neceſſarily ſelf- exiſt- 
ent Being. 

That this Being is as neceſſarily good, juſt, 
true, and faithful, as he is neceſſarily intelli- 
gent and ſelf-exiſtent, cannot be denied, with- 
out ſaying, that moral perfections are not ſo 
neceſſary, as natural perfections, to the Being 
of a Gop. [Of this ſeep. — 1.5 | 

On the contrary, Mr. Mole ſays, That to 


make Gop a neceſſary agent in his moral cha- 


rafter, deſtroys that freedom which is neceſſary to 
a moral agent. I deſire the Reader will look 
back to p. 22, Sc. where this is conſidered 
ſufficiently to our preſent purpoſe. 

Mr. Mole adds, that His [Gop's] Nature as 
a moral or virtuous Being, is, in the order of 
our conceptions, ſubſequent to, and in conſequence 
of his Will: For however neceflary be bis At- 


tributes of Power, Wiſdom, and Eternity, He is 


not neceſſarily good, and true, and juſt, but be- 
cauſe he freely chooſes and wills to be ſo; other- 
wiſe abe muſt make bis Will neceſſary,” and fo 
"pw introduce the Doctrine of Fate. This is, 

confeſs, a frightful ſentence to me, not only 
in his 2 ſo very «wrong about the mo- 
ral Perfections of Gop, but in the very inde- 
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cent way of putting ſo many things toge- 
ther concerning the Deity ; and then con- 
cluding, that if theſe poſitions are not allow- 
ed, the Doctrine of Fate ſhall be introduced. 
.. Firſt the Divine Nature is talked of prior 
to the Divine Will; and then his Nature, as 
moral, is ſubſequent to his Will; and then, his 
moral character is not neceſſary ; or if it be, 
his Will to be true, and juſt, and good, muſt 
be neceſſary too; (as if it were poſſible for 
Gop. to will that he ſhould not be true and 
juſt ;) and then, if Gop neceſſarily wills to be 
ood, and true, and juſt, the Doctrine of 
Fate is introduced. Here is ſuch a jumble 
of things, ſo ill, and inconclufively put to- 
ether, that I may leave them to every 
Reader's own reflection to paſs a judgment 
on them. I ſhall only obſerve, that the Doc. 
trine of Fate is much more likely to pre- 
vail, (and practically does prevail more,) from 
the preſent notions of the unalterable nature 
of een than from Gop's, neceſſarily wil- 
ling to be good, and juſt, and faithful. 

This indecent way of ſpeaking concerning 
the moral Perfections and Will of Gon, 
Mr. Mole endeavours to ſupport by referring 
to one of the brighteſt patterns of Fuith, and 
the moſt reverent obſerver of the Divine Will, 
that this world hath known. Agreeably bere- 
unto (ſays he, viz. that Gop is not neceſſarily 
good, and juſt, and true) were the ſentiments 
and reaſoning of the Patriarch Abraham. I 
e am 


(54) 
am ſure the good believing Patriarch, is not 
at all obliged to Mr. Mole for placing his /er- 
timerts and reaforing in ſuch a light. Little 
did he think of a Righteouſneſs independent 
on = Will of —— — — Was - 

ted to him for Righteouſneſs. who has 
— as — as yo man objected againſt, 
by ſome great advocates for the reaſon of 
things, becauſe of the regards he ſhewed to 

the Will of Gop, and to a ſpecial Revela- 
tion, contrary to the nature and relations of 
— 4 (as they think) in going about to ſacrifice 


But Mr. Mole finds him pleading with 
Gov, in a manner that ſhews his ſentiments 
and reaſoning were agreeable to the foregoi 
moſt unſcriptural, moſt unphiloſophical af 
ſertion, That Gop is not neceſſarily good, and 
juſt, and true. The place alledged is in 
Gen. xviii. 25. © That be far from Thee to 
„ ſlay the righteous with the wicked, and 
< that the righteous ſhould be as the wicked, 
« that be far from Thee: Shall not the 
« Judge of all the earth do right?” This 
pw fuppoſes, (in Mr. Mole's opinion, who 
ath the happineſs of having every thing ho 
writes about very plain before him ;) that 
there is a right and wrong, a and evil in 
actions independent of the Will, even of Gon 
bimfelf; otherwiſe Abraham's Plea would carry 
in it no more than this; Shall not the Fudge of 
ell the earth do what he will? Which it plainly 


making 
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making it on appeal to Sovereignty and arbie 
tary Power, whereas it is meant as an | 
to common 4 juſtice, of which Gon has | 
made us capable n 

Here, before 2 of Len, Mr AV ex- | 
owns Our ideas wry a ati 
= from the Will of Gop pv aint 
le of them. He allows that Gon who 
thus formed us for moral ideas, hath the 
character of Judge alſo, and Judge of all the | 
earth; calling all to an account for the uſe | 
of thoſe moral capacities he had given them. | 
Now, as thus conſidered, Abraham i is — 9 
for a part of the earth, chat had not any ac- | 
goaintance with Gop by pc, Re velation, as 
Abrabam himfelf had; and therefore he ap- 
peals to God's own Nature, and to his gene- 
ral relation to all this earth as Judge, to avert 
the deſtruction threatened againſt Sadom and 
Gemorra, if it might be conſiſtent with his 
Rights as judge. Well; but his ge 
upon this gocafion, Mr. Mole lays, plainly ſup 

— cs ght and wrong, g ood and evil, 
deut on — Will of we Ill tell Mr. Mok | 
what appears much plaiuer to me, namely, = 
that che firſ# fires of Abrabam's argument 1 
upon the pronoun Tas: It be far from 
Tuxx, ſuch a Being as thou art, and endued | 
with ſuch perfection, and particularly ſuch | 
boundleſs Mercy and Goodneſs as thou arr, 1 
fo. lay the Righteous with the Wicked. And then "= 
Wan, that be far from Tae, the great 
Patron 


—— 2 — 
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Patron and Lover of Righteouſneſs, that the 
Righteous ſhould be as the Wicked in their final 
puniſhment and deſtruction. Where there 


is no juſtice or goodneſs to be compared with 
' TaiNE, yet a man, ſuch as I am, would not 


deal with the Righteous and Wicked in the 
ſame way of puniſhment; but when I think 


of TEE, how much more muſt I conclude 


That be far from a juſt, and good, and righ- 
teous Gop to do ſo. Here, where I ſhould 
have thought it very plain, that the infinitely 
perfect Nature and Will of Gop are appealed 
to, Mr. Mele makes it an appeal to equity and 
juſtice independent on the Will of Gop. 

The plea in the latter part of the verſe, 
with me, ſtands thus, Shall not a Judge 
* fo accurately wiſe, to diſtinguiſh betwixt 
e the Righteous and Wicked; and whoſe im- 
* partial proceedings muſt be made manifeſt 
© not only to one ſet of people, but to the 
« whole earth; ſhall not ſuch a judge act 
« becoming himſelf; and according to thoſe 


* meaſures of Right, which he has made it 


< the duty of all others to govern themſelves 
« by ? Shall not the Judge of all the earth 
« ſhew himſelf as much above others in his 
« adminiſtrations of Juſtice, as he is above 
« them in his Character, and in his firſt fixing 
« all the rules and meaſures of | Juſtice?” 
How far is this, from that ſhort and haſty 
concluſion of Mr. Mole, that to appeal to 
Gop otherwiſe than he has ſtated the matter, 
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peal to Sovereignty and arbitrary Por- 
A þ it is to ſay no mote than this, © Shall 
4 not the Judge of all the earth do what be 
« will? 

The explication I haye offared againſt this 
way of talking, is perfectly — to the 
ſtyle and manner of Scripture. As elſewhere 
it is argued, * He that formed the Eye, ſhall 
He not ſee ? He that teacheth man know- 
ee edge, ſhall not He know f (Pal. xciv. , 10. 
So in 7 * plea of Abraham, © He chat teach 
* eth man judgment, and enables him to di- 
* ſtinguiſh betwixt the Righteous and the 
* Wicked, and that ſets up judges under him 
tin the earth, ſhall not He himſelf do right?” 
To argue from this form of ſpeaking, that 
Abraham appealed to a right and wrong, inde- 
pendent of the Will of Gop, hath juſt the 
ſame ſenſe and reaſon in it, (according to my 
poor diſcerning of chings,) as if one ſhould 
argue from the Pſalmiſi's way of ſpeaking 
concerning fight and knowledge being applicable 
both to Gop and nan, that zheſe allo are in- 
dependent on the Will of Gop. 


REMARK VIII. 


Our hope and truſt in Gon, if it be right, 
muſt entirely reſt upon the Perfections, Pro- 
vidence, and Promiſes of Gon, and not on any 
thing independent on the Divine Will, | 
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Thoſe firm foundations upon which the 


whole world ſtands, and according to which it 
is governed, are doubtleſs the beſt and firmeſt 
foundations for us to rely upon. The Wiſdom, 
Power, Juſtice, «Goodneſs and Faithfulneſs of 
Gop, are the unſhaken foundations upon which 
the world ſtands, and by which it is governed; 
and therefore theſe Perfections of God, are 
the ſure baſis of our hope and truſt. And the 
aſſurance which Gop himſelt hath given us, 
by particular Promiſes, that theſe Perfections 
ſhall order all for good to thoſe that love and 
obey him, perfectly quiet the mind in its de- 
pendence upon him. For promiſes do not leave 
us to argue only that he is able «0 accompliſh 
and perfect all that concerns us, and that his 
Goodneſs in general inclines him ſo to do, but 
that he does actually undertake for us. That 
is, He does not refer us to one attribute or per- 
fection only, but gives us the united ſecurity 
that ariſeth from them all; namely, from Truth 
and Faithfulneſs, as well as Wiſdom, Power, 
and Goodneſs. He does not refer us only to 
the general reaſon of things, to argue that fo 
and ſo it may be, but aſſures us it is his Will 
that ſo and ſo it ſhall be. 

Upon this Abraham's hope and truſt in Gop 
entirely reſted, © I am the Almighty, or the 
« All-ſufficient Gop, walk before me, and be 
e thou perfect.“ (Gen. xvii. 1.) So that Mr. 
Moles account of Abraham's ſecurity here is 
fallacious, (Sermon p. 25.) when he ſays, that 


It ariſeth not from the Will of Gop alone, but 


naſmuch 


ac 
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inaſmuch as he knew it was in itſelf a reafonable 
and righteous action to keep promiſe, and naturally 
wicked for no cauſe to break it, and that ſuch was 
the rectitude of the Divine Will as preſerves him 
from acting inconfiſtent with the nature and rea- 
ſon of things, therefore he might ſafely rely on it. 
I fay this is fallacious, becauſe it is an arguing 
from a ſubſeguent or collateral ſecurity, as if it 
were the main and principal ſecurity. Gop's 
acting inconſiſtently with truth, would be act- 
ing inconſiſtently with himſelf, and with his 
own declarations of his Will; and therefore 
Abraham was ſure Gop could not poſſibly 
break promiſe, however he might alſo learn this 
from the nature and reaſon of things. After 
a promiſe given, Mr. Mole adds, that Gop was 


bound to adhere to and obſerve it. But how was 


he bound? I fay, by the perfect Truth and 


Goodneſs of his own Nature, upon which all 
Truth and Righteouſneſs is founded. And, 
upon his condeſcending to the methods of 
men's giving ſecurity one to another, he gave 
Abraham this further foundation to reaſon and 
to argue upon, that Gop ſhould make good 
his word. But that his primary and chief ob- 
ligation reſted upon his thus acting after the 
manner of men, and upon their notions of 
Righteouſneſs, is taken for granted, and in 
my apprehenſion is begging the queſtion that 
ſhould have been proved. Heb. vi. 17, 18. puts 
the ſecurity of a Promiſe and Oath from Gop, 
upon its being impaſſible for Gop to lie. And 
what makes a lie an 38 * impoſſibility with God, 
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but the NR of his Nature? (ſee Re- 
mark 6.) From thence, his Promiſe and Oath 
receive their binding Vertue, and from thence, 
his creatures have all poſſible aſſurance that 


the purpoſe of the Lord ſhall ſtand, and he 
will do all his pleaſure. 


There are ſeveral other things in the Ser- 
mon, that may be corrected by what hath 
been ſaid, provided the Will of Gob be un- 
derſtood as I have all along explained it: And 
that both Nature and Scripture be conſidered as 
declarative of the Divine Will, which is in- 
deed the foundation of both. When Mr. Mole 
ſpeaks of the Will of Gop conſtituting an ob- 
ligation to the practice of Virtue that is new and 
additional to tte reaſon of things, (p. 28.) he 
evidently leaves the Will of Gop out of the 
reaſon of things, as his principle leads him to 
do. And with him, the Will of Gop ſtands 
for Command. He therefore ſays the obligation 
of all Chriſtians to moral Virtue is twofold ; 
the one ariſing from Reaſonableneſs and Fitneſs, 
the other from the Authority and Command of 
God. Whereas the Reaſon and Fitneſs of 
things binds by the Authority of Gop, as well 
as an expreſs command; and therefore to ſpeak 
with propriety, it ſhould be ſaid, The obliga- 
tion of Chriſtians to moral Virtue is twofold ; 
the one arifing from the Reaſon of Things, 
the other from Revelation, which both origi- 
nally derive their obligation from the Will and 
Authority of Gop. This is a point that Mr. 
| | Mole 
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Mole does not appear to have underſtood, nor 
in any one place to have been ſufficiently ap- 
priz'd pf; namely, That whether Reaſon, or 
Revelation be ſpoken of; both owe their ob/iga- 
tion to the Will of Gop. Till he acknowledges 
this, he and I muſt differ; and tis not a Logo- 
machy or meer difference about words, but a- 
bout a point of ſuch importance, as will make 
our explications of Scripture, and our whole 
courſe of preaching, as different as the ſpeci- 
men I have now given. But without any man- 
ner of perſonal diſguſt, I ſhall leave him to do 
all the good he can with his nature and reaſon 
of things previous to the Will of Gop; and I 
ſhall endeavour to do all the ſervice I can, by 
conſtantly declaring and ſhewing,'that of Gop, 
and through Him, and to Him are ALL THIN cs, 
whtrher natural.or moral; To him be glory for 


ever. Amen. 


There is no need of any further remarks to 
ſhew the makes of this Sermon; though 1 
confeſs I was grieved at the enlargements un- 
der roy wrong Inference, wich ſome other things. 
But I doubt my Reader will think I have faid 
a great deal more than is needful already. And 
I have only one apology to offer for the length 
of this Paper, wiz. That every light in which 
the miſtakes are diſcovered that ariſe from this 
principle, of ſerting up a foundation of Righte- 


ouſneſs previous to and independent on the Will o 
* 


Gop, will be found little enough to quali 
and ſet a guard upon this way of preaching. 
And 
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And yet, I am fully perſuaded that neither the 
Preacher, nor the People, will find their ac- 
count in it. A declaring the whole counſel of 
Gop, and perſuading men by the Terrors of the 
Lord, and by all the diſcoveries of Mercy and 
Love, and by the great example of CHRIST 
and the motives of the Goſpel, is the only 
way to deſtroy the power of fin, and to promote 
the. ſincere univerſal practice of all Righteouſ- 
neſs. So that however in ſome Lectures ſet u 
for ſuch a purpoſe, (as Mr. Boyle's and others,) 
and before ſome extraordinary Audiences theſe 
ſubjects may be treated on; nevertheleſs they 
ſhould by no means be made the ſubjects of 
common diſcourſes ; and never inſiſted on as 
if all Truth, and Religion, depeyded upon a 
diſputable opinion. | 

Upon the beſt judgment I can form concern- 


ing the debates about the foundation of morality © 


in a ſcientifical way, it is my humble opinion 
(I ſpeak with regard to the many learned heads, 
and pens, that have been employed on this ſub- 


ject) That They are in the right who derive all 


moral obligation from the Will of Gop, in- 
cluding all thoſe Perfections of Gop that form 
his Coumſel. But whatever difficulties remain 
in an abſtracted and metaphyſical way of rea- 
ſoning to ſettle this point to ſatisfaction on all 
ſides; yet it is beyond all manner of doubt 
with me, that it is not the buſineſs of the 
Pulpit to ſettle principles that are independent 
on the Will of Gop. 
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© Theſe principles are a great deal worſe to be 
liked, becauſe 1n a natural courſe of reaſoning 
they could lead a man of Mr. Mole s reputed 
piety and good ſenſe to ſay ſuch wrong and in- 
decent things concerning the Will and the moral 
Perfections of Gop, and to give ſuch odd turns 
to Scripture. | | 

I do not pretend to charge Mr. Mole, or any 
man, with being in the wrong, meerly becauſe 
he differs, from me. No body has done more 
than I have, in the low ſphere in which my 
influence lies, to ſecure freedom of thought, and 
to ſecure good will too: That every man may 
be honeſt,” in following his own judgment and 
ſenſe of things; and yet that all may live 72 
charity, allowing for each other's differences. 
Therefore, if I have proved nothing wrong in 
Mr. Mole's Preface and Sermon, 1 do nor de- 
fire that my ſaying he is wrong ſhould be mind- 
ed. Butif in any thing I have made this ap- 
pear, I deſire the Reader will be ſo good as to 
make a right uſe of what I have offered: That 
is, to look at and ſpeak of the things themſelves, 
rather than of the Perſons concerned in this 
debate. 

Ido not deſire that my larger acquaintance, 
or any little ſhare of reſpect I have in the 
world, ſhould appear upon this queſtion, fur- 


ther than Truth itſelf is thought to require. 


encouragement and a ſeconding of my endea- 
vours. And I deſire Mr. Mole will believe me, 
that I have not written one ſentence with an 
aim, either to ſuit the prejudices of others, or 


ro 
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to do a prejudice to him, (I mention this, be- 
cauſe of a queer ſuggeſtion. about Prejudices 
of the Populace, in the cloſe of his Preface 
gainft me.) My real deſire is to ſerve him, 
either by altering his ſentiments, or by put- 
ting him into ſuch a way of expreſſing them 
as may be leſs offenſive, and more uſeful. 

This controverſy is of ſuch a nature, that 
it will require men's allowing for each other's 
differences, after they have ſaid all they can, 
For a wide difference moſt certainly there 1s, 
betwixt making the reaſon and nature of things 
previous to the Will of Gop, and /ub/equent to 
the Will of Gop. And I ſee no poſſible way 
of compromiſing the matter. Either all things 
muſt dependent on the Will of Gop, or 
not dependent on it. Either we muſt ſpeak as 
things are in nature and in themſelves, all de- 
rived from the fir/# Cauſe; or we muſt ſpeak 
according to the artificial placing of them to 
ſerve our purpoſes of argumentation: And 
then the order of things will be made to dif- 
ter, according to the order of every mar's 
conceptions. 
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Page 24. Line 5. for or, read and. 1. 7. for and, read or. 


p. 25. I. 12, for Oppoſer is, read Oppoſer's. p. 48. I. 19. for 
of, read on. | A 


